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Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W., Room TW-A325
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Ex Parte Communication
WC Docket 07-244

Dear Ms. Dortch:

Pursuant to Section 1.1206 of the Commission's rules this letter serves to inform you
that on Thursday, April 23, 2009, Charles McKee, Director, Government Affairs, and I met with
Ms. Jennifer Schneider of Chairman Copps' office, Mr. Mark Stone of Commissioner
Adelstein's office, and Mr. Nick Alexander of Commissioner McDowell's office.

Sprint outlined its support for a shorter porting interval- specifically, a 24-hour interval
for intermodal and wireline-to-wireline ports. Sprint believes the cost to automate and
implement a 24-hour interval is no more than the cost to automate and implement a 48-hour
interval.

Sprint also encouraged the Commission to take action to ensure that LNP processes are
streamlined and standardized. l Such standardization would not only assist carriers in achieving a
shorter interval, it would also ensure that porting-out carriers are unable to undermine the
benefits of the shorter interval by rejecting port requests for spurious reasons. Specifically,
Sprint urged the Commission to direct the North American Numbering Council ("NANC") to
establish a uniform set of "provisioningfields" (i. e,. those fields utilized to effectuate the port as
between carriers).2 The Commission should charge the NANC with reducing the provisioning
fields to the fewest number necessary to accomplish the port.3 Further, the Commission should
prohibit the old service provider or porting-out carrier from imposing additional provisioning
fields on the new service provider or porting-in carrier.

I See, Ex Parte Leller from AT&T, In the Matter ojLocal Number Portability Porting Interval and Validation
Requirements, WC Docket 07-244, filed April 21,2009.
2 The distinction between "validation" and "provisioning" fields has previously been addressed in this proceeding as
the result of a petition filed by One Communications Corporation. See, One Communications Corp. Petition for
Clarification and for Limited Waiver of Extension of Time, In the Matter ojTelephone Number Requirementsjor
IP-Enabled Service Providers, WC Docket 07-243 et 01. (Feb. 5,2008). And see e.g., Comments of Sprint Nextel
Corporation, In the Matter ojTelephone Number Requirementsjor IP-Enabled Service Providers, WC Docket 07
243 et 01. (Feb. 15,2008).
3 Sprint believes NANC could complete work on reducing and standardizing provisioning fields as well as updating
LNP process flows within a relatively short timeframe (e.g., 45-60 days).
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Finally, Sprint urged the Commission to permit carriers who are not presently automated
or e-bonded an ample period of time - a minimum of 12 months following NANC's
determinations - to make the changes necessary to comply with a shorter interval. Given the
current economic climate, Sprint emphasized the need for sufficient time to plan for such
upgrades.

Please feel free to contact me if you require additional information regarding this
submission.

Respectfully submitted,

lsi Scott R. Freiermuth
Scott R. Freiermuth
Counsel, Government Affairs
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